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Parminder Singh, a native and citizen of India, petitions for review of the

Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) decision denying his application for

asylum, withholding of removal, and relief under the Convention Against Torture. 

We have jurisdiction pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1252, and we deny the petition for

review.
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We agree with the BIA that the inconsistencies in Singh’s asylum

application go beyond “minor” inconsistencies.  The conflict in the evidence over

Singh’s arrest and the time he spent in the hospital in January 1993 calls into doubt

whether the arrest actually occurred.  This inconsistency “‘relates to the basis for

[his] alleged fear of persecution,’” and therefore goes to the heart of his asylum

claim.  See Don v. Gonzales, 476 F.3d 738, 741-42 (9th Cir. 2007) (quoting Singh

v. Gonzales, 439 F.3d 1100, 1108 (9th Cir. 2006)).  Further, the immigration judge

(“IJ”) based his credibility determination, in part, on Singh’s demeanor.  We give

credibility determinations that are based on demeanor “special deference.” 

Singh-Kaur v. INS, 183 F.3d 1147, 1151 (9th Cir. 1999).

Substantial evidence supported the IJ’s adverse credibility determination. 

Don, 476 F.3d at 741.  Accordingly, the petition for review is DENIED.


